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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernat hy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  the beneflts of  swltchlng t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not 
allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that are more expensive and lessvaluable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I c a n  modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of  Tv and splice It into a 
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or  record a 
lV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more 
enloyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelllng reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me  t o  dispense with a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transltlon by opposing the broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Wozniak 
15006 B Varsity St 
Moorpark, CA 93021 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more pabtabk to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new hlgbresolution displays, and findlng mom 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPM and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcastflag. Wlth today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dlspense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Gregg Vandivert 
1215 Lake Point Dr. 
Webster, NY 14580 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernatby 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Ahernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Cnmmunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "bmadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital televlsion transition relies on convincmg consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing borne network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding mom 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the bmadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a dlstant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dmpense with all my current consumer electmmca and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Randy Burka 
2427 Hannover Way 
Spring, TX 77388 



Comm~ssioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal CommunIcahons Comrmssion 
445 12th Sweet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I un wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated ndophon of "brondcdcnrt flng" technology for &gtd 
telension. As a consumer and ahzen, I fed strongly that 5uch a polcyvould be bnd for mnovahon, conaumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV 

A robusq compehhve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted rn manufacturers' a u t y  to innovate for 
their customers. AUowngmone studios to veto features of DW-recephon cqulpmentd  aable the m d t o s  to 
tell technologstr what new products they can create. T h s  anll reault m pmducta that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers hke me nctudly want, and it could result ln me bang chprgrd more money for lnfenor 
funchon&ty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flng mandate, I would actudly be le55 kkely to mnLc M mvcshllent m DTV-capable 
receivers and other eqmpment. I 4 not pay more for demces that h u t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtd telension. ?hank you for your h e .  

Smcerely, 

Nathan Isburgh 
5701 S Mo Pac Expy 
Apt 2121 
AUSM, TX 78749 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commmioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Comm~cahons  Comnussion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasbgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemnthy, 

I pm wntmg to voice my opposihon to my FCC-mmdated ndophon of "brondcnst flag" technology for ch@zl 
telmsion. A5 a consumer and ahsen, I feel strongly that such P pokcywould be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghtr, and the ulhmnte ndophon of DTV. 

A robust, compebhve market for consumcr electromcs must be rooted m mnnufacmrcrr' hhty to movatc for 
thur cuitomers. Allowing mone studor to veto fcnturei of DTV-recsptlon qupment wll enable the studsos to 
tell technoloIprt5 what near products they cm create. ' h s  4 result !n pro&& that don't necssrnnly reflect 
what consumers kkc me acctually want, md it could result m me b e q  &@ mole money for mfenor 
funcnonahty. 

If the FCC isiues a broadcast flag mmdatc, I would ~cctudly be lesi M y  to make m investment m DTV-capblc 
recuvers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for h c e 5  that Lmrt my q&b at the bsheit of Hollywood. 
Please do not msndnte broadcast flag technology for &gital telmnon. -you for your tnns. 

Sincerely, 

Kenneth wmkc 
1911 West Henderson 
Apt 1 
&cap, IL 60657 
USA 

, 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Commurucahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Deu  Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am ammg to voice my opposihon to MY FCC-mandated ndophon of "broadcast fl$ technology for &gitnl 
teleolsion. As P consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcywould be bad for movahon, consumer 
rights, and h e  ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robusL compehtlve market for consumer electromcs must be rootedm manufaclurm' nbhty to lnnovate for 
thur customers. AUowmg movle stu&os to veto fcatures of DTV-rmepkon equpment will enable the stuhos to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. 'Ih~s wll result m products that don't necessnnly reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result m me bang chprgsd more money for mfenor 
funchonahty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less L M y  to mpLe M mvwtment m DTV-cnpble 
receivers md  other equpment. I vdl not pay more for h c e s  that Lnnt my n&h at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for d~gitnl telmsion. Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Kern mte 
7003 Cnmck Ct. 
Eubh, OH 43017 
USA 

~ ' *  



October 20, 2003 

Commhslaner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Fedenl Commun~cat~ons commhaion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to mice my oppooltlon to any Ftt-mandated adoptbn of " b m d a s t  flq" technology (or digital televkbn As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I reel strongly that such a polley would be bad (or Innsvr(la, mnrumer r!ghta and the ul(lmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust. competlttve market for eonaumer electranks must be raatcd In mafwkUren' abllky to Innowe (or thelr 
customem Allowlng mwle studlos to veto reatures of D N - m p t b n  e q u l p m  will enable the studlot to tell t e c h n o l q h  
what new products they can create Thlr wlll nru l t  In prcducb th8t don't n a r r r l l y  n(M wht conrumem Ilb me 
actually want and k could result In me belng charged more money (or Inhrbrortunetbnalky 

If the FCC Issue$ a braadcast flag mandate I would actually be lesi I l b l y  to mak. an Investment In DN-eapble romlwm 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or devlces that llmk my rlgha attha bdmst of HallywDad Pbm do not mandate 
broadnst (1.0 technology for d lgh l  teiwlalon Thank you (or your t h e  

Sincerely, 

Tatu Sllmnen 
Perhanprmtle 63 
Laplnlahtl, 73100 
Flnland 
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October 20.2003 

Commlsoloner Kathleen a Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
446 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writlng to w k e  my opposklon to m y  FCCmandated adoptbn a("brondeatfhg' technology tor d b b l  televblon As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such 1 polky would be bad tor Inwdbn, mnrumer rlghb. and the umm.(L 
rdoptlon or DN 

A robust, competitive market tor consumer c l e m n l n  must k mated In mmufamrer# ablllty m lnnavm tor thelr 
customers Allawlng movle studies to beto features o( DTv-raecpaan equlpmnt MI enable the studlrn to tell technologlrtr 
what new products they can ereate Thls WHI result In pmducta that don't n . o r u l l y  M!ut what conrumen Ilke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money tor Inhrbr functbnalky 

W the FCC Issues a bmadeaat flag mandate, I would actually bo less Ilkaly to rmla an lmmbnent In DN-capable neetven 
and Other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devkes thmt h i t  my rbhb  attha behnt of H o l m  Pbse do nOt mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlglbl telwl9bn Thank you far your tlme 

Slneerely, 

Charles Perry 
363 S 00 EW 
Kokomo, IN 46902 
USA 



Page 1 d 1 95045 AM, 1oRO103 541- - 

Commlsrbner Kathleen Q Abcrnathy 
Fedenl communlntlonr commbrlon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Warhlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opporitlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "bmdeaatfhg" teehndogy lor dl(ll(.l telcvlrbn As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly th8t such a pollcy would be bad lor Innontbn. consumer rlgha, and the ultlm8te 
adoptlon or DN 

A robust, cornpetithe market lor consumer elemnler must be rooted In mamrkrmnn' ablle to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng mwle studloi to veto feature3 oi DN-Meptlon equlpnm( wlll enable the studlor 0 tell teehnologh 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll result In produrn that don't neeamilly reflect what conrumen 11b me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money lor l n ~ ~ ~ n c t b n a l ~  

If the FCC hrueo a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually b. Ion llloly (a n!dm an Ifwstmmt In D N u p a b l e  rafehnn 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlcer that llmk my r!ghtr at tha b.kat of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor d!glMl televlsbn Thank you lor your Hme 

Slncerely, 

Donald Wakefleld 
8665 SW Umatllla Street 
TUPI8tln, OR 97062 
USA 

c 
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October 20. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Comnunicatlons Commisslon 
445 12th Street. NU 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to volce my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for dlgltal television 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatlon. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate f o r  their customers 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create 
that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke rs actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

As a consumer and citizen. I feel 

Alloving movie studios to 

This v111 result in products 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be laas likely to 
makc an investment in DTV-capable receivers and 0 t h  equipment I slll not pay 
more for devlces that limit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincere1 y 

David Sherohman 
7 Third St X9 
Elk River. HN 55330 
USA 
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October 20,2003 

Commbdoner Knthlccn Q A h t h y  
F c d d  CommunicntimU Comminion 
445 12th street, Nw 
WMhin%cm, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abanathy, 

I nm wri@ to voice my oppomiticm to any FCC-mdted  ndoptim of "knadcut aY. tdm&&v for di@ teLvidrm Al P co~umer.  
a atkm and atrchologia I believe luch apolicy wouldbc bad forhvatkm ccummai&tm. d t h e  ultirmtc adoption of m 

A rob% compdtive market for co~umer  elecimdcm mumt be m o d  m mm- to hovue fm thrir cultmnen a w i n g  
movie rmdioi to veto fenturem of DN-mception equipment will amble the a m  to €4 t a h d o + ~  ' rlut MV producb they cm 
crente Thio will m d t  in producb thst don? menwily  deet what c o ~ u m c n  lik. m Uauny wn~& 04 it could d t  
chmged more money for infmku hctiondly 

IPS dm0 worth pointing out thst the technology M propond would be m l y  wehm in p v e a l i q  idhpnmt by my &&nM cmtmf 
pMtc A # y h  thst hdtI my G n k w  Mtm but 6dt to pvent ryltemntic I m k a g o r l m  ' mnldbq in mydew, wone mSa 
umelemm 

If the FCC urun P bmndcplt flag msndntc, I Wiu p a r d y  bnycoll DN-csrpble qnbpmit I will not puchar devicam thpt h i t  my 
r@tI at thc bchert of Hollywood P~CMC do not m.ndntc hndcut @ tc- fa d&td WrVhiDn l h n k  yon for yaw tjme 

sincerely, 

Eric s m o n  
2934 FOLom Sweet 
Sm F&co, CA 941 10 
USA 

me be@ 

- e  

, 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlmtlons Commlsslon 
445 l z h  street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to voke my opporitlon to any FCGmindated adopHon of "brondast(hg" technology 1M dlglt.1 Mevhbn ps a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a palley would bc bad for InnudWI. mnnrm fbb. and the ultlrnate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competlttve mark* for consumer eleetronles must be mated In manuhe(uren' abllHy m Inn- tor thelr 
customen Allowlng mwle studlos to veto f e $ m r  of DTV-reenpaan qulpnmnt Wl rnable tha studba m tell technologbt¶ 
what new producb they can create Thlr wlll result In prcducb that don't n-rlly rellect wh.t conrumen Ilks me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money tor Inlerlorfunc(bnalHy 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually LIO l h s  Illuly to malm an Invphmnt In DN-capable neatan 
and other equlpment I wlll net pay more for devleer that llmit my rlgha at tha khsrt of Hollywood flare do not mand.tc 
broadcast flag technology for d lgh l  televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Henry Clark 
1705 Mearns Meadow Blvd 
Austln, TX 78758 
USA 



Monday, October 20 2003 

'Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The dlgltal television transltlon relles on convlnclng consumers of the benefits of  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. Tha t  transitlon wlw be far more palstable to  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existlnp hane network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in m y  living room. Please do not 
allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition by m8Mg us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that are more expenslve and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use i m p l i a t i n s  of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV t o  watch later; cllp a small pkce of TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to  a distant relative; or  record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it at m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewlng experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me  t o  dispense with a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the dlgltal transltbn by opposing the broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

John Anderson 
1206 Los Robles Rd. 
Placerville, CA 95667 



October 20,2003 

Cmnmhianer Kathleen p Abrmnthy 
Fedad Communicntioru C&dm 
445 12th NW 
Wnmhk@oh D C 20554 

, 

Dear Kathleen Abanathy. 

I am writ iqto voice my oppositiom to my FCC-mmdnted &plica of"brmdcut 
and citizen, I feel rtrimgty ht much n pdicy would be bad for innovlrirm. cmumna *, mnd the ulthmte adaptbn of DTV 

A roburf cmpctitive market for comma Slecimnia mulf be rooted in mnnuhormrd &ky ta kamnte for Umk cmtmnsn a- 

aente T l i 8  d r e d  in product# that don? n e c e ~ y r e I l w t v h t  ormnrmmhol  Wnd&w8at, dit c o d d d t h m o  beiq 
dmged mare money for inferior f u n c t i d t y  

If the FCC Lmem n brondfplt t b g  mPndPte, I would nctunny be tn M y  to make M m v a h e a t  in DTV-cnpnble recavgl mi other 
equipment I will not pay more far deviccm that h i t  my i&tm nt the tdmt of Hognool PLVa do not mmrd.t. brmdcut 
technolaw foa &tal tetvidron lhmk you far your h e  

Sincerely, 

David Finberg 
407 Cheminut St 
WitniryOm, MA01887 
USA 

fa wtctvlirm Am a coIyuII1er 

movia #Ndd to Vet0 feafiva of DT'J-Wc@Cm qldpUlt d Mblr Ih. Iald&# 0 *- rbt M pmduoa duy O M  

. 
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October 20, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal communleatlons commlsslon 
445 12h Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrklng to wlee my opposklon to any FCCmandated adop(lon of "brcw&satMg" technology lor dlghl tolevhbn As a 
Confumer and eklzen, I (eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innan(lar. mntumcr rbhts, and the ummm 
adoptlon m DN 

A robust, eompettke market lor consumer e l e m n h  must ba mated In manuheiror# mbUky ta Innovate tar their 
customers Allowlng mwle studlos to veto featurn of DN-racepaan equlpmntwlll enable tka studlor to tell t rhno lagbh 
what new produda they can create Thh wlll result In products thd don't n a r r r ( l y  rdktwh8t consumen Ilk me 
actually w n t ,  and k could result In me belng charged more money lor Inferlorfundlonalkj 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely br nnlv an Inv&mnt In DTV-cap.ble ruehnn 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor dwlees th8t llmk my rlghb et the b*urt of Hollywoad Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor d lgh l  televhlon Thank you lor your Hme 

Slncerely. 

James MCCOllOm 
12201 W Mt Morrls rd 
Fluohlng, MI 48433 
USA 

I 



October 20, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlans Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Warhlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon ol "bmdmatfhg"  technology for db lh l  tekvblon A.Y a 
consumer and eitlzen, I ?eel nmngly that such a polley would be bad tor Inneaflan, mnrumar rbhh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ol DTV 

A free market system Is not served by allwlng one Industry m polB28lly rmnd.tr anether Thh proposal Is antbfree 
market, antLlnnowtlon, and antcconsumer 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I wlll not puKhass new q u l p n u r t  I rrHl not pay mom for dsvlces that llmit my 
rlghb at the behest of HollyWood Plea* do not mandate b m d M  flag tuhnahw fur dlebl blcv*bn Thank you tor 
your t h e  

Slncerel y. 

R Erlr 
Mlddlebrmk Plke 
Knowllle. TN 37909 
USA 
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October 2 0 , 2 0 3  

Conuniadoner Kathleen Q Abcmnthy 
Fed& Comm&ntiorm C d h  

WMhingtoR D c 20554 

Dew Knthlcm Abcmnthy, 

1 nm wri% to voice my cppcdtion to any FCC-mmdnted ndopdcm of '"brondcm fhf wdmlcgy fca di&al tclcvirh AB n omnumu 
and &?hen, I feel nE&y thnt m h  npolicy would be bad  for^& conmunu*. mdthm u l t k t e  d c p h  of M V  

A robw compaicivc m&ket for c o m e r  elemonici mud be rooted in mnnufncnxd rbmn, to innovprc for theh mmm a w i n g  
movie studion to veto feature, of DTV-recrplicm quipnent will & thm rmdiDl to CS- w h t  now produob aUy om 
create l I i 8  will r e d  inpduotl  thnt d w 2 n c c e 8 d y  cetlcatwhrt mumnm Jhmuhdiymc d i t  conldnrult in me briq 
ohnged more mcmy for intaior Punt i id ly  

445 12th street, Nw 

I. 

Ifthe FCC Lnues nbrondcolt flngmnndnte, I would nctunUybe k* h l y t o  mnkc law ZCcdVQ Md otha 
e q u i p a t  I will not pay more fca device, thnt limit my +tn at &e bshcrtof Honyrsolr %ne do notmmdmtckmdcnt 
technology fca digitnl t e w n  Thank you for your time 

sincerely, 

H o w d  Bowm 
835 14thAveN 
Snht PNnbug, FL 33701 
USA 

., . 
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Comnussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federd Communrcahonr Comrmssion 
445 12th StreeQ NW 
Wnshgton, D.C. 20554 

Dew Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am umhng to voice my opposihon to MY FCC-mandated adophon of "bmndcast tl& technology for &@td 
television. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a poltcywould be bad for movahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robus~ compehhve mnrket for consumer electromcr must be rooted m mnnufachxen' aMty to movate  for 
thur customers. AUoMngmovlc rtuclos to veto features of DTV-rmcphon aqutpment wll enable the studios to 
tell technologrits what new products they CM create. a s  d result m pmducb that don't nmessndy reflect 
what consumerr Lke me actually want, and it could result m me h n g  ehnged more money for mfenor 
funchon&ty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudly be less Llrly to rmlrs M mvesmaent III DTV-capable 
recuvcrs and other equipment. I d not pay more for h c e 5  that LPnt my PBfits at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast fleg technology for clgrtnl tclmsion. ?hmk p u  for your bme. 

Sincerely, 

Tim Koffley 
5505 S. Fletcher St. 
Seatde, WA 98118 
USA 
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Corn-dona Kathleen Q A b m t h y  
Fcdmal Cnmmunicnh C d s i m  
44s 12th S h d ,  Nw 
Warhingtnn,DC 20554 

Dew Kathleen A b m t h y ,  

I nm wdting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mnndnted adcpticm of "brondcart 
d Oi- 1 feel ma@y that such npolicy would be bad forlmonrimr. c o n n u n e f ~ d t h c  utdmte n d q h  of DTV 

twhnalnw for dI&d tddsinn As n connunu 

A row cmp*itiVe mnrkn for connunu &oaoniCi murt be rmtd in m.nut.otmd Jiliy to kuuata forth.ircustanm &wing 
movie rmdioi to veto fenturei of MV-reception equipment will ennble thm rmdios to tell tddc&to  wh.t new p d w o  they can 
aente TYh will result in product# that dont necessdy rcdect w M  connunp~ like ma aotdly wmt, d i t  could mult in me ba!q 
~ d m m m o n e y f o r i n f & f c n c t i n d i y  

If the FCC Lmi n brondcprt flag mpndnte, I would Pctunuy be less likely to makc m~ h m t  in mV-cnpnhlc rcctivm d otha 
equipment I d m t  pay more for devices that h i t  my- nt the bchefi of Honyrood  plea^^ do nntmmd.te brondcut flag 
tcdv lo lqp  for Wtnl televidcm 'Ihsnk you for y o u  time 

sincerely, 

3 colDny cl 
Kmncthmistn 

Harlcf NJ 07730 
USA 
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October 20, 2003 

Comsi ioner  Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Commwcahons Comnussion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wnshngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemnthy, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposihon to MY FCC-mandated adoption of " b & t  
telemsion. As a consumer and ahzm, I f ed  strondy that such a pohcywuld be bad for movahon, coniumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate ndophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehave market for consumer eleccromcs must be rootcdm uunufacturera' awty to movate for 
thur customers. Allowmg mome studios to veto feahlrei of DTV-cupon  equpment wd enable the studios to 
tell technolopts what near products they CM create. ?fur wd result m @et3 that don't n u e s s d y  reflect 
what consumers h h  me actually VM~, and it could result ffl me bung e h q d  mose money for fflfenor 
funchonohty. 

If the FCC issues a brondcnst flag mandate, I would achldly be l e i s  hldy to mnLc M mvestmmt m DTV-capable 
recuvcrs and 0th- cqmpmcnt. I anll not pay more for h c c r  that Lnnc my &tn at the bahcst of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate brondcnst flag techaology for &tal telmnon. ?brtgou for p w  hme. 

hcercly, 

Stevm Hers 
185 Prospect Ave. - 3B 
Hacksmack, NJ 07601 
USA 

technology for diptal 

.- .. 



Commissioner Kathleen Q Ahrnathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consuuer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rlghts. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics lust be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for them custouers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can cmate Thls rlll result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ue actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equiplent I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

- ,  
Sincerely. . . .  -. 
D Merleaux 
550 Prospect St 
New Haven. CT 06511 
USA 



October 20, 2003 

Comnussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Commurucahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waslungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I m wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcart flpg" technology for d~gttnl 
televmon. A5 a consumer and uhfen, I feel strongly that ruch a pohcywould be bad for tnnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer eleckofflcs must be rootodtn mnnufacturcn' dnhty to innovate for 
thur ~ s t o m e r s .  AUoMngmovte studios to veto features of ~ - r e c s p h o n  qupment d enable the stud~os to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can create. 
what consumers hke me achtally want, and it could result in me bang daeqed more money for infenor 
funcQon&ty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be le55 L U y  ta m& M mverhnent in DTV-capable 
rcce~vers and other eqmpment. I d not pay more for dmcer that lumt my &ta at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcart flag technology for &tal telemion. ?Mr you for y o u  tune. 

Smcerely, 

d result m producb that don't nrecssdy reflect 

- Hnggcay 
592 Amsterdam Ave 
New York NY 10024 
USA 



October 20,2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen a Abernathy 
Fedenl Communleatlons Commlsslon 
445 l i th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20664 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrlng to wlee my opposttlon to any FCCmandated adoptbn ol "breadcut flag' technology lor dlgltsl blevblon As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innan(lan, consumer rlghta, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon a( DTV 

A robust, eompetktde market ror consumer eleetrnnlcr mud be maW In manuI8etunW abllity to Innmte (or thelr 
customers Allawlng rnovle studloo to veto kccures of DTV-receptbn equlpmontwlll enable the m d k m  to tell acehnolqlm 
what new pmducta they can create Thls will msuR In pmducb that don't n o r r r l l y  Mut whd consumen llke me 
actually mn t ,  and It could result In me belng Chlrgcd more money for Inlerbrtundbndky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to malo an Ihwtmont In DN-eapble rawken 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devkes that llmk my rlghb at the b.hsrt ol Hollywaod PImse do not n u n d m  
broadcad flag bchnolagy for d lghl  televblon Thank you for your #me 

Slneerely, 

C Jones 
4101 SW 45th X208 
Amarlllo, TX 79109 
USA 

1 .  .. 
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October 20,2003 

Commumomcr Knthloen Q A b m t h y  
F e d 4  Communicntim C O ~ ~ M  
445 12th SbCt, Nw 
Wsl&qio& D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abmthy,  

I m Writi.e to voice my oppodticm to any FCC-mnndattd PdDptirm of "broadast aY. tdudcw f a  
nnd a- I feel w y t h a t  luch n policy would be bad forinnovab c o n n n m c r ~ ,  lndthcvlchnnte ldoptirm ofDTV 

A robust, compeiitive market for coruuma elecEdc# mum he rooted in man- atUily to hovate f a  tbdr OUrtDmm &wing 

mente T l i ~  will relult in products that don't Iuceaspljly rerlect what c m m n m  liL. ma Lohuny wnnt md it could nault in me being 
charged mon money for idmior hctiondity 

If the FCC Lawn P kondcplt ilq mmdnte, I would 
equipment I will not pay more for device# that limit my +ta at thc beheat of Iid+od. Pkw do not mandate broadcast flq 
technolow for digitnl televkm Thnnk you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Joaeph Kcglovib 
5 11 Carbon St 
Pothville, PA 17901 
USA 

tdwimim AS P ccmma 

movie rmdiDn to veto fenturea of Wv-reception equipment will mblm thm lhldiD. to Un tmhdc@n , a h . t n r r ~ c b t h s y o m  

be t n  likely to mnkc m h v d m d  mUnf-c&&muvm md other 
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October 20, 2003 

Comssioner  Ka&leen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Commucaaons Comss ion  
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fld technology for &@tal 
television. As a consumer and ahnen, I feel strondy thEt such a pohcywuld be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
,&its, and the ulhmnte adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted UI manufacturers' d t y  to mnovatc for 
their customers. A l l o m g  movie stud lo^ to veto features of DTV-rccepkm spprnent d enable the rtud~os to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. l h s  wdl result m @eta that don't necersanly reflect 
what conrumerr hke me actually want, and it could result m me bang chprgsd more money for mfenor 
funchon&ty. 

If the FCC ~ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less khlp to mrkc an investment m DTV-capable 
recuvers and other cqmpment. I wdl not p y  more for drnces that h t  my +b at the Meat of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcart flag technology for +tal telmrion. ?h.nkyou for your m e .  

Smcercly, 

Scott mken 
273 Bart Dnve 
A n h O C h ,  'i"N 37013 
USA 


